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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)IEI This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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6) |EI Claim(s) 10, 12 - 33 is/are rejected. 

7) E<] Claim(s) 34 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 1X1 The drawing(s) filed on 28 September 2005 is/are: a)[x] accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

The petition filed 12 January 2007 for reconsideration of withdrawal of Claims 10 
and 12 - 19 from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to 
a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or linking claim, has been 
found persuasive as confirmed in the Decision of Petition mailed 10 January 2008. 

Consequently, the restriction and election of species requirement are hereby 
withdrawn, prompting the non-final rejection as follows based on the prosecution of the 
previously withdrawn (not acted upon) claims. 

Specification 

Receipt of a new abstract presented on a separate sheet, apart from any other 
text, is hereby acknowledged. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 23 is objected to because of the following informalities: "... at least other 
member" is preferably written as "... at least one other member..." Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 10, 12 - 14, 16, 20 - 23, 25- 27 and 29 - 31 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Spiro (2,253,820). 

Re: Claim 10, Spiro discloses a device comprising: 
• A base (14, Fig. 1); 
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• A roller mount (incl. 17-20, 26) moveably supported by the base and 
pivotable about an axis (19); 

• a plurality of rollers (21 - 24) supported on the roller mount, the rollers having 
roller axes that are a fixed distance apart and parallel to the axis; and 

• a biasing member (29) that urges the roller mount to pivot about the axis in a 
direction that urges one of the rollers against a first side of the guide rail and 
another one of the rollers against an oppositely facing second side of the 
guide rail. 

Re: Claim 12, Spiro discloses wherein the biasing member urges the roller 
mount to rotate in one direction about the axis. 

Re: Claim 13, Spiro discloses wherein the biasing member comprises a spring 
that resiliently maintains the roller mount in a selected position. 

Re: Claim 14, Spiro discloses wherein the biasing member is operative to center 
the base relative to the guide rail and including at least one other member (39) that is 
operative to resist movement of the base in a direction perpendicular to a plane of the 
base. 

Re: Claim 16, Spiro discloses wherein the other member comprises a roller 
supported by the base and having an axis of rotation that is perpendicular to axes of the 
plurality of rollers. 

Re: Claim 20, Spiro discloses an elevator system comprising: 

• At least one guide rail (10, Fig. 1), 

• A cab (Col. 1, L. 3) that is adapted to move along the guide rail; 

• A guiding device (Fig. 3) associated with the cab and including 

• A base (14); 

• A roller mount (incl. 17-20, 26) supported by the base and pivotable 
about an axis (19); 
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• a plurality of rollers (21 - 24) supported on the roller mount, the rollers 
having roller axes that are a fixed distance apart and parallel to the axis; 
and 

• a biasing member (29) that urges the roller mount to pivot about the axis 
in a direction that urges one of the rollers against a first side (1 1) of the 
guide rail and another one of the rollers against an oppositely facing 
second side (12) of the guide rail. 

Re: Claim 21, Spiro discloses wherein the biasing member comprises a spring. 

Re: Claim 22, Spiro discloses wherein the biasing member resists lateral 
movement of the base relative to the guide rail in a direction that is generally 
perpendicular to the first side of the guide rail. 

Re: Claim 23, Spiro discloses at least one other member (34 - 36 and 39 - 40) 
adapted to resist movement of the base in a direction perpendicular to the direction of 
lateral movement resisted by the biasing member. 

Re: Claim 25, Spiro discloses wherein the at least one other member comprises 
a roller (39). 

Re: Claim 26, Spiro discloses a shaft (19) supported by the base, and wherein 
the roller mount is supported by the shaft. 

Re: Claim 27, Spiro discloses wherein the shaft (19) is parallel to the roller axes. 

Re: Claim 29, Spiro discloses wherein the biasing member urges the roller 
mount in a direction that urges the roller axes toward a vertical center of the base. 

Re: Claims 30-31, Spiro discloses: 

> at least one brace member (34 - 36 and 39 - 40) associated with the roller 
mount for selectively contacting the guide rail and limiting a corresponding 
movement of the roller mount relative to the guide rail; 

> wherein the at least one brace member is fixed to the roller mount. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 15, 24 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Spiro in view of Ravishankar (6,345,698). 

Re: Claims 15, 24 and 32, Spiro is silent regarding an insert, wherein said insert 
is of low-friction, as well as at least one support surface that remains fixed relative to the 
base for selectively contacting the guide rail. 

Attention is directed to Ravishankar who teaches his insert (32) as an alternative 
to the brace member (34 - 36 and 39 - 40) of Spiro to enable the use of roller guides in 
lieu of sliding guides in particular applications while maintaining a "throat clearance" as 
stipulated by industry for the promotion of proper braking (Col. 5, Lines 13-19). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
invention of Spiro with the teaching of Ravishankar to replace the brace member with 
cost-effective, low-friction inserts in particular applications, while maintaining resistance 
to movement of the based in a direction perpendicular to the direction of lateral 
movement resisted by the biasing member, thereby assuring proper braking while 
simplifying the overall system. 

Claims 17 - 19, 28 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Spiro in view of Brady (1 ,854,976). 

Re: Claims 19 and 28, Spiro is silent with respect to an adjuster associated with 
the biasing member for adjusting a bias of the biasing member on the roller mount. 
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Attention is directed to Brady who teaches the concept of an adjuster (45, 50) 
associated with his biasing member (43) to manipulate the loading of his roller mount 

(37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
reference of Spiro with the teaching of Brady to afford adjustability to the biasing 
member to compensate for guide rail irregularities as well as excessive and insufficient 
contact between the rollers and the guide rails, for rider comfort and performance. 

Re: Claims 18 and 33, Spiro is silent with respect to a support surface 
comprising a recess configured such that a side of the recess contacts the guide rail 
responsive to the corresponding movement of the base relative to the guide rail. 

Attention is directed to Brady who teaches his support surface (30) comprising a 
guide surface/recess (31) such that a side of the recess contacts the guide rail 
responsive to the corresponding movement of the base relative to the guide rail, as 
known in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
reference of Spiro with the teaching of Brady to mount a support surface with recess at 
either end (above/below the roller mount) to provide additional sliding guidance as 
known in the art. 

Re: Claim 17, Spiro is silent with respect to a brace member (30) extending 
generally parallel to axes of the plurality of rollers. 

Attention is directed to Brady who teaches his roller mount includes a brace 
member (30) extending generally parallel to axes of the plurality of rollers and that is 
adapted to engage a surface on the guide rail responsive to lateral movement of the 
base relative to the guide rail. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
reference of Spiro with the teaching of Brady to provide a brace member as known in 
the art. 



Application/Control Number: 

10/551,243 

Art Unit: 3654 



Page 7 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 34 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 12 January 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The rejections of the previous office action were in response to the claim 
language. Applicant's arguments are based on the amended claim language applied to 
the prior art of reference; consequently, this office action comprises a detailed response 
to Applicant's arguments. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Gersemsky (5,331,900) is cited for reference of an adjustable 
biasing member for a roller arrangement. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stefan Kruer whose telephone number is 571.272.5913. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Cuomo can be reached on 571.272.6856. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571.273.8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866.217.9197 (toll-free). 
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